
• 
.. ' 

Piper Rudnick 

January 23, 2004 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Scott Sherlock 
Son lor AUomey Advisor 
Environmental Assistance Division 
Office of Pollution Prevention and Toxlcs 
Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue. N.W. 
Washington. D.C. 20460 

AHn: TSCA Section 4 

12'00 S.inc"'-:c1~ S:rtc1, N. W. 
W ubCttoo.. D.C. 200~ U 12 

~ l0l.661.l?OO f .n 20l.l1,l_lCI) 

DOUGLAS H. GREEN 
c!OUJI».am:n~~Kk..torn 

Jtrrrr !OU6U!47 flu :02.6.59.7497 
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Re: TSCA SocUon 4 Oloxlno/Furans Test Rulo (40 C.F.R. 
Part 766). Albaugh Inc.- Wlthdrawpl 9! CBI Claim 

Dear Sir. 

Following-up on our tolophono conversation of this aflomoon. I write on behalf or 
Albaugh Inc. ('Albaugh') to confirm that Albaugh Is withdrowlng its claim of Confidential 
Business Information ('CBr) with respect to the Identity of tho lost substance in the 
obovo-rererenced TSCA section 4 rutemaking. Albaugh Is no long or making any claim 
or CBI for tho lost substance and any past claims or CBI for the test substance are 
hereby withdrawn. 

Thank )'OU for your cooperation in lhis mauer. 
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Piper Rudnick 

cc: Document Control Office. EPA OPPT 
Charles M. Auer. EPA 
David Williams, EPA 
Mark Garvey, EPA 
Oksana Pozda, EPA 
Stuart I. Feldstein 
Albaugh, Inc. 

&ott Sbaloc:k 
hnu:1ry2J, 2004 
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Piper Rudnick 
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l:OOS~Scm1.~.w 
WW111pon.. D.C. :oQl6.U 12 

..... w. ~2.16U900 f.u zouu.:ou 

January 16, 2004 

HAND DELIVERY 

Document Control Office 
ln!ormallon Management Division 
Offoce o f Pollution Prevention and Toxics 
Environmental Protection Agency 
Room B·102 
1301 Constitullon Ave .. N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 

Attn: TSCA § 4 
Ill~ 1111111 11~ lllltJ lli Ill IIi lltliU ~~il l ' q u 4 Q • ~ 0 u 0 : 

Ro: Albaugh. Inc. Pro!IXOI- TSCA Soclfon 4 
Rosponso to EPA Lotter Doted O~lober 16. 2003 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Q -w C> 

> ~ - c.. w 
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CD w ...... a: ..... 

I write on behalf of Albaugh. Inc. (Albaugh) in response to tho Agency's Iotter of October 16, 2003 regarding tho proposed protocol submitted by Albaugh lo EPA on January 22. 2003. Albaugh's response to EPA's loner Is set forth below and certain amendments to the proposed protoool al so are anached. 

As an initial matter. Albaugh Is disappointed that EPA's October 16, 2003. loner lakes tho posillon that Albaugh must proceed with analysis of tho retainod samples of tho subject chomlcal notwithstanding tho fact that Albaugh Is no longer manufacturing (I.e .. importing), processing. distributing or using the test cheml~lln commerce In the United States. While Albaugh continuos to cooperate with EPA on this Issue and has offered to complete the protocol for futuro use by EPA (if and whon the test chemical is ever in the futuro lmportod/manufaetured In the U.S.). Albaugh continues to believe that it Is unnecessary to proceod with an analysis of tho retained samples and that any resulting test data wm be of quesllonable value. 

Indeed. as a practical matter. any possible obje<:llvo of tho Test Rule has already boon fulfillod in that the test substance Is no longer being manufactured or imported by Albaugh In or into the United Statos and Is no longer in commertO In the United States. 
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Albaugh has further Informed EPA, on several occasions, or lis willingness to formalize its commitment not to re-inltlate any manufacturing or importation of tho test substan<:e in the Unilod States, wllhout first complying with an of tho requirements of the Tost Rule. 
As further discussed In this loller. the testing or tho available samples or tho test substance Is not likely to produce useful or reliable data. which Is the purpose or tho Test Rulo to generate. and any policy reasons for tho tost rulo have eS$Gntially been fulr.lled by virtue of the removal of tho test subslance from commerce in lhe United States. Therefore, Albaugh requests EPA to reconsider lis position on tho necessity and usefulness of having Albaugh analyze the retained test samples. 

W~h respccl to the specific Issues raised In EPA's October 16, 2003 1ener. Albaugh notes. at tho oUiset. that tho Agency requests certain Information and modiflCallons to the proposed protocol to which Albaugh cannot Mly respond. This Is because certain of the requests are dependent on information that Albaugh does not have and/or epparonUy are based on tho assumption that additional samples of tho test substance are avaUoblo (as explained below, the proposed proloool submitted to EPA on January 22, 2003 Is basod on tho seven samples of the test substance that a rc the only samples in Albaugh's possession). Thus. while Albaugh responds to the best of its abUity to EPA's October 16, 2003, tener, ~cannot. as it has previously advised EPA, rospcnd to requests seeking informallon it docs not have, nor submit protoool modifications that ero dopondent on oddftional samples that aro not available.' 
For tho above reasons, Albaugh respectfully requests EPA to aocept tile proposed protocols submitted to EPA on January 22. 2003, with tho addlt.lonal information set forth below, Including tho anachmcnls and tile amended portions of the protocols appended to this letter. 

RESPONSI;S TO OCTOBER 16, 2003 ~ETTER 

1. ·sample coOeclion data (date. time, etc.): 

Response: Albaugh is not able to provide the requested Information for all of the seven retained chemical samples In its possession. However. the labels on the retained test samples identified by Blacl<man Uhler as numbers 5 and 7 do have some of this 

, Indeed. it is a bDslc tenol of acfminlstrati ... e Jaw that •imc>Oss·ible roc;uirements imposed by an agency oro perfmco unreasonable: 'Conditions Imposed by [U'Ie) ordor aro . . . unro3sonab!o by virtue of being Impossible to mecl" AIPanro for Cannabis Theropoutics v. DEA. !>30 F.2d 936. 940 (D.C. Cir. 1991), ci5ng D.C. Tn!nsit Syo., Inc. v. Woshin¢on Morropollton Ar&o Tmn>it COmml'l, 466 F.2d 394,402 (D.C. Cir.). c<>tl. donlrld, 409 U.S. 1086 (1972). 
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information. In particular, tho label on retained sample number 5 indicates that it was collected on August10, 1999 at 0300 hours. Tho label on rollllned sample number 7 indicates thalli was collected on Soptembor 7, 2000. For EPA's Information, a photograph of all seven of the lost chemicals in Albaugh's possession at Albaugh's plant In St Joseph, Missouri is ntlllched to this letter (All. 1 ). 

2. 'If and/or how the lop and bottom of drum samples were composited." 

Response: To tho best of Albaugh's knowledge, tho samples in Albaugh's possession arc not compos~es of samples taken from the top and bottom of drums. Rather. the samples woro collected as a slnglo sample from tho drum. 

3. ' Number of samples (seven random samples from each supplier for a total offourtoen)." 

Response: The Information that Albaugh previously provided is correct. Albaugh has custody of seven samples of tho test chemical that were colloeled by Blackman Uhlor. At tho limo of Albaugh's Juno 21 ,2001 correspondence to Ms. Po:da ('Albaugh letter), Albaugh was Informed by its Iormor supplier In China that the supplier was In possession of 10 additional samples that it had collected prior to shipment to Blackman Uhler. Such 10 additional samples at all times wero located in the People's Republic of China in tho custody of the Iormor supplier. While Albaugh requested the supplier to retain the samples pending further lnslruetions (see Albaugh Iotter at p. 3), tho Chinese supplier reconUy informed Albaugh that h no longer retains such samples. Albaugh therefore only has custody of three samples of tho test substance from tho Chinese supplier. 

4. 'Albaugh must provide detailed infoonaUon about aU samples taken. tho disposition of tho unavailable samples and provide an explanation as to why only a total of seven samples from selected botches aro proposed to be tasted.· 

Response: With rospeclto tho manner in which tho samples wore taken, Albaugh does not believe that thoro Is any additioonl Information In existence regarding the sample collection process. with the exception of tho information reflected In this Iotter and tho cloeumenls appended hereto. including a copy of Blackman Uhlefs ·ocp Drum Sampling Procedure· and tho amendment to section 7.3 .3 . of the proposed protocol described below. Therefore, in addition to the Information set forth in this loner and rotated attachments, Albaugh respe<:tfylly refers EPA back to the sample collection process set forth In Section 7.3 ('Sampling') of the proposed protocol submitted to EPA on Januaty 22. 2203. 

In this regard, ~ Is Important to note tha~ at the Ume the samples were collected by Blackman Uhlor, !hero was no Intention tho! !hoy would be considered for use by EPA for purposes of analysis under the Test Rule; ruther, thoy were collected in tho ordinary course of business by Blackman Uhler for general quality control and quality 
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assurance purposes and not for purposes of analysis under TSCA section 4. The disposition of tho samples retained by Its former supplier in Chino about which Albaugh was previously informed is disclosed above; Albaugh does not have any more information with rogard to tho disposition of those samples. 

As to why only a total of seven samples from tho selected batches are identified tor testing, as explained above, thoso are the only samples of tho test substance known to exlst. Thoro are no stockpiles of the test substance from which additional samples can be collected. The test substanco Is no longer boing manufactured by Albaugh's former suppliers; hence, additional samples cannot bo obtained from those suppliers. If EPA proceeds In requiring Albaugh to implement the test rule, these oro thO only known samples that can be subjected to testing. 

5. 'Information must be provided to document how the proposed samples aro 'representative' of the lmponed products.· 

Re~ponn: To the extent that EPA noeds Information to demonstrnte that the retained samples oro "reprosontativo" of the "imponed products." Albaugh can only offer that the samples woro deemed representative by Blackman Uhler tor purposes of quality assurnnco and quality control (see section 7.3 .2. of the proposed protoool). The toll manufacturer. Blacl<man Uhler. deemed tho retained samples to bo representative tor such purposes by vinue of the agitntion or tho tost substance that occurred when the drums containing tho liquitied subswnce were removed from tho steam cabinet Attached hereto Is an amendment to Section 7 .3.3 of tho proposed protocol referencing tho agitation that occurred when tho drums wore removed from the stoam cabinet (All. 2. signed in counterpart). Again, as noted above, at the timo the samples wore collected by Blackman Uhler, there was no intention that they would bo considered for uso by EPA for purposes of analysis under tho Test Rule. Rather, they wore collected in tho ordinary course of business by Blackman Uhler for general quality control ond quality assurance purposes and not lor purposes of analysis under TSCA sedion 4. Albaugh makes no daim that the samples as collected are representative of tho test substance for purposes of Implementing the Test Rule; rather. Nbaugh has Identified those samples because they are the only samples of the test substance that are known to exist and. hence. the only samples that can possibly bo subjected to tho Test Rule. 

It is for the above reason that Albaugh continues to question the value of requiring tho analysis ollhe retained samples under the Test Rule. Because there Is limited information ava~able regarding the ·ropresenlativeness" of the retained samples in comparison to tho imponed samples, the lost results will likely yield litUo. If any, useful information regarding the presence of dioxins In the test subswncc. This would appear to defeat the very purpose of the test rule. Soo also "Guidelines lor Ensuring and Maximizing the Quality, Objectivity, Utility and Integrity of lnlormotlon Disseminated by the Environmenwl Protection Agency" (Oct. 2002) at 15. which den nos ·quafily" of information occortling to whether. among other things, tho information ·as a matter of subswnco, Is accurate, reliable and unbiased" and is ·useful" to tho intended users. It 
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seems clear that any results derived from testing the so samples - in light of their limited number. tho fact that they aro not from consocullve batches. tho limited amount of infonnalion regarding how !hoy were COllected and handled, tho amount of time that has passed sinco they wore colloctod. etc. - cannot yield reliable or useful data regarding tho presence and/or quantity of dioxins In tho lost substance. 

6. "Because samples have already been token, the protocol must state how samples wore taken. plus If ond how tho top and botlom samples wore composlted ... Sample collection data (e.11. date. manufacturer, batch. ole.} must bo provided for the samples that are selo<::ted for testing. Justification for such sotoclion is necessary as won: 

Ruponse: With rcspoct to the request that the protocol"must state how the samples wore taken: Albaugh Is amending section 7.3.3 of the proposed protocol to renoo the 'agitation· procoss that occurred bofore tho samples were collected (see attachod protocol amendment). OthoiWise. Albaugh Is not aware of any additional lnfonnation from Blacl<man Uhler describing the sample cclloclion process other than that currently described in tho protocol and this letter. As noted above in rosponso to question number 2. to the best or Albaugh's knowledge, the retained samples wero not composlted. Further, as noted in response to question number 1, Albaugh has provided what lnfomnaUon it has obtained from Blackman Uhler with respect to the date and limo tho samples wore collected by Blackman Uhler. Albaugh respectfully submits that the other information spocifoed In this request regarding the retained samples Is already set ferlh in section 7.3 or the proposed protocol. 

7. 'Detailed doS<:riplions of tho sampling procodures for obtaining an available retained samples and Manufacturing Work Task 17-001, MWT 'DCP Drum Sampling Procoduro· mentioned In Sect 7.3.3. of the protocol must be resubmitted for an additional review by EPA and tho Panel.' 

Rosponso: See Paragraph 6, above. In addition. the document 'Monufacturing Work Task 17-001. MWT ·ocp Drum Sampling Procedure" is attached hereto (Alt. 3}.' 
Further, at EPA's suggestion, Albaugh also is submitting an amendment to section 6.4 or the proposed protocol to reference the information In section 7.0 regarding tho selection of the Test System (soo AH. 2). 

' Albaugh nolos that tho 5eCOnd pogo Of lhl$ attaChment IS a IJJble lllal should have been completed to documeot the sampling adMty. Blad<man Uhler haslnfonned Albaugh that these tables <A'ere either not created or not retatned. 
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8. Requested changes to specified soctlons of tho protocol regarding 
"Justification for Selection of tho Test System· and "Sampling Phase: 

Responso: Again, as noted above, Albaugh Is submitting with this letter an 
amendment to section 7.3.3 . or the proposed protocol to renea the agitation process 
that occumed prior to the colloctk>n of tho retained samples by Blackman Uhler. EPA 
has suggested that certain other amendments be mado to portions of section 7 or tho proposed protoool but has not Indicated what those changes should bo. Albaugh assumes that EPA's suggestion for further amendments is predicatod on the 
assumplion that thoro are additional samples to be referenced In the proposed protocol 
or that thoro is addilionat infonnatk>n avaaable from Blackman Uhler regarding tho 
retained samples that should bo Included In the protocol. As explained above, thoro are 
no additional S<:Jmples and Albaugh is not aware or any additional information avaHablo from Blackman Uhler regarding tho the retalnod samples (with the excoplion noted 
above of the amondod section 7 .3.3. of tho protocol). If EPA has specifiC amendments 
In mind that it bolieves should be mado to the above-referenced portions of the 
proposed protocol, Albaugh would be willing to lncorpomte those amendments Into tho proposed protocol if possible. 

.. ......... . 
If you havo further questions regarding tho above Information, please contact me 

or Stuart Feldstein at (51 5) 242·2405.' On behalf of Albaugh, Inc., we look forward to a mutually satisfactory final resolution or this matter. 

cc: Albaugh. Inc. 

' 

Stuart!. Feldstein 
Mark Bauer, Battelle, Inc. 
Charies M. Auor, EPA 
David WDIIams, EPA 
Mark Garvey, EPA 
Oksana Pozda, EPA 

fn liwt future, Mt. Fdd.sloln can be rexhod ot lhe abovo number at tho l3w firm ol BroYon, 
Winld<. Gtaves, Gross. BaskeMIIe. Schoonbaum. Pt.C .. 666 Gr.lnd Avenue, Suite 2000, Dos Mo!nos.lowa 50309. 
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ll.111ellc: Srudy Number. AGOJ0002 

PROTOCOl. AMENOME~T 

Dt-ftrmination of Polythlorin.Jttd Dibtn~JH!iolinJ and 
Oibt:n:z.ofurans in Co11Micd S:ampkJ or 2,S.Dkholorphcnol 

Protocol ~cal Number_,_! --

Ql\JG!NAL P~OI. INFORM/IDON: 

Soc1ioo 6A Justific:ttion for Sc:lcc:tioo of the: Test S)stcm 
1be test system (or this study is the J3mC as lhe test substaoce upon which :all ~)-SCS will be 

CODduacd. The tt:n S)'Jtcm chosen is the: xtu.lJ subsunc:c to wt.ic.b lbe Oioxin/Funn tal Rule 

~hcs 

S«t;oo 7.3.3 S=pUog Process, Jl3l>8<:>ph 2 
The " IC'C'tcd drum w:.J pb.ccd in 3 StQm Colbinc:t .l1 120 •c (or 24 hours to fC·Iiqucfy the rn.1tcrilJ. 

The drums •wdc noc rollod: $1mplts were t:t.kea from the boaom ;md top oh . drum. 1'hc melting 

poio1 oflh< = sulnW>c< is 51 •c >od lw • ,u-;,yof 5-10 q>s. Thc:doums wm: S>mplcd will> 

gWs rubes ~rosiiNle:Jy 3 feet klog ~-,tb rubber butt» The molten test subso.tl« ~-,., dr.lY.n up 

into lhc tube and tr.uUftrred to glu.s (OOt:liocts ohbotn 24 OLin volume. 

C.UANGES!REYISlONS· 

Sccbco 6.4 J...afiQrioa for Sdcaioooflhe Tcot S)1l<m 

The: tc:n $)'Stem fOC' lhu Jb.ldy d: lbc s:une ou lhc tes1 subtuncc upoa "'h.ich :all :unl)'K:'I " ,u be 

conducted. Tbc tc:st I)'Jtcm Gbosm is the xtw1 subsbncc to \lihich the DiO'.ltialf'uDn tc:se Rule 

.:.ppltes. AdditiOO.ll in(()l"m.1.tion :about lhc test system is included in S«tion 7. bdow. 

Soc<;on 7 ).J SampiU>g PrC>CaJ. -h 2 
The: selected drum '\11:'15 pbc:cd in 3 s:tt:.ltn c:a.binct 3l 120 ec for 2.$ bouq 10 re·l iquify t.bc nwe:W. 

The: drums "'O"C' mno~ 6om tbc nc::un tabioc:t \\ith 3r11t»tion to bornozcni.tc &be dNm COft!alls 

The mdtiog point of the tcsc subsUncc is .S7 oc :Ltld lu.s :1 viscosity ofS·IO cps.. Tbc dn.uns wac 

s.:unplc:d with gb.ss tube$ :~pproxim.lcely 3 feet Jons with rubber bulb, , Tbc mohen tCJI sub$bncc 

" 'lU dr.t.Yon up i.n1o the tube 3t'cS tr;vuferred to gb.u eont.1incn of about 24 ot. in "'Olumc 

RE/ISONS FOJ\ CIW!GES 

Section 6.4: EPA n:'\il!'o'l·a·a request. 

Section 7.3.) ; Pronde mofe :K'CUr.lk: dd:U1s ~t lbc: 53mpllng ptOCC$$, 

IMPACT ON STUDY: 

AU of the clunga win 1\.wc no imp;:act oo lhc study. 

6 CPRQVEO QX; 

""" I of I 



B.ltlcUc Study Number: .-\G030002 

PROTOCOl. AM J.:i'IO~IF:NT 

Ottumhmtion or lloJychlorimucd llibtnZO·p·dios:in~ untl 
l>ibenzofunans in CoJIC'(ftd Sam1'l~.s d2.S·Dicholor1Jhcnol 

l'ro1ocol Amendment Number.-'-- - - Eff~XIi\'C Date: 1/1510.1 

08(C;It<AJ. PR01'0COI, INFORMATION: 

ScctH:ln 6.4 Justiti(.:)ttoo for Sclec,ion of the Test System 
The test system for this study is the s:amc: :as d..: tCS1 sub;.t3ncc upon which all un;,lyS<s will be 
conducted. 1'he tc-.st system chosen is the- !1-ctu31 subsuncc- to which the l)ioxlr\IFur.~n test Rule­
applie-s. 

Se.:tion 7.3.3 S:tmpling Process. p.vasraph 2 
The- se-lecte-d drum was pl;,cc:d in n ) t<:.:un c;~binet at 1::!0 °C (or 2-1 hou.rs to rc·liqucfy the m:.lc-ri;,l, 
l11c drums \\Ctc nor rolled; ~unple$ were tnkcn from d.c bottom :md top o f:. drum. Thc- melting 
poim oftht' t('Jt su~tancc- is 51 e~c and h.u a \>iscosity of S-10 cps. The drums \\l!rc u mp!cd with 
glass tubes :.pproxim.ltely J (ccc long ..._. ith rubber bulbs. The molten test ~~b~lnm;c "'11S dt3wn up 
into thc- tube nnd tr:msfc-rT.:d to _gi3S$ cont:~in("rs of :~bout 2-t OL in \'olumc. 

CIMISG!'SIRF.VISIONS: 

Section 6.4 Ju~tilic;~tion (ru Selection of the Test System 
The test system for this study is the s:unc- :u the test sub~t:ancc upon which 311 :'lll :II)·Ses will be 
co nducted. The tc!tt :,ystem cho~en is th<- actu;,l :,ubstnnce to which the Uioxin/furnn test Rule 
opplics. Additional infonn:uion about tt1c tc~ t system is ind udcd in Smioo 7. below. 

s~tion 7.3J Samplin,; Process. pa.ragrnpl1 2 
TI1c s-.-lcet~'i,l J rum w:.s pl:~ced in 3 steam .:nbinc-t ~~ I ~0 OC fN 2·S hours fi) tc·li•lui(v •he: m<~ tcri .1 1. 

The druL'tU were rcmo\·cd from the stc.1m c!lbinet with asit.!l tion to hornos,cni1.c thc- drum contc11tS 
·rhe melting pOint of t he test substnncc i..~ 51 CC nnd h3S a viscosity o f S·IO cps. The. drums wc-rc 
-ll;:unplc:d with glass tubc-snpproxim.!l.tcl)' J feet long with rubber bull'K. The mohen test suhst .. n<c 
W llS dmwn up into the tube aml lr.lrufcr~d hl gi.1S:s <:ont;"~ i ncrs o f "bout 2 .. 1 OL in volume 

REt\SONS f O R Cf!ANC. f..S 

S«tion 6.4: EPA rcviewc:r·s rcquc-.st. 

Sec lion 7 .3 . .3: J'ro\•ide mon: atcur:.le dctnib labout the s.1'm t~1in& process. 

1\ ll oft h.; el•:..ngc~ will h.l\C no impo:~ct on the s1udy. 

,\PPROV£0 OY; 
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MANUF >.CTURING WORK TASK 

PROCESS AME: 
DEPT. N0.: 1~ , 
DATE OF I i»UE: 
ISSUE NO. 

APPROVE I BY: 

APPROVE I BY: 

APPROVE! BY. 

APPROVE I BY: 

ISSUED BY 

DCP DRUM SAMPLING PROCEDURE 1700 
11103100 
01 

f Produ.o:t OcYOf.Opmen! S.lgr.) 

( S•ttty M4NI~r) 

(~i'MI6tlng t ii:O.) 

l [)ec)-.run61''1t S'-'PC:M SQf') 

(M nnt90m(!nl Rop.} 

CONTROllED OOCUMelofT NO~ 17-401.MWT Catv I;IQO, ~ It•-, M> 4tnd H.-... VIr. Jdw)t,1y ~I#Klttl..t (lW))' 
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MAN FACTURING WORK TASK 

~ 
NAME OCP Ol UM s.AMPUNC 

01 UOCCDUJI! 
CODE t<o. 17·C01.MW1 

I~ ~ 
DEI'I. o. 1700 
LOC. I 0. N/ A 

Only •mondm•n .. lat ued ln •~fda~ """'U'l• O«urnant C:on&rol Proc•durw (Ol.SOP) •nd authorfzeel by t,. Man.;tment Reptntntttlv• may bo In ttted In lhl• documtnt. Afttr a maxJmum of iO r.vl.t.Jons. lhts Servtc. 
Work lnehuc:tion tt ,...tetued comp .. ttl • Oth•t doctwnenb and 1\and writl.n notn aN not lo tMinc:ludt~e~ln th,. 
dowmonL 

Tho ronowlng •me-ndmlnt. h.ave been ' pro't'ed • nd ia•ued: 

DATE PAG'kNO. NCW "":\tt,."CO)IUfT nl:T All.$ REVISlOS 
NO. 

, 1/0JJDO 01 ORIGINAL ISSUE 

. 

CONTROLLED DOCUMENT NO.: 11.001.MWT 
Coob' ~ QN7t!l1l' !(""·No. ,.rtd rt•v. Olltf ldMJ\'1)> • v;not'tZfSl ropy 



~1.:wU~dJ~lt Needrd: 

MAN FACTURING WORK TASK 
OCP OaUM S.AMtUHG 
n octoun 
17·00\.MWJ 
1700 
N/A 

I . Sp«:lni iJ}.., plpcnco (oroo pcr dn n) from l•b •nd rubber bulbs. 2. Nc:w SMlplc boulcs 2 to S ounce nurnbc.r o ( bottle! will be deccm1ined by tht supervisor) (rom che: lob. Pn:t.bel euh boule ond rop' 1h drum aumbrr (e.'" numb<n I lhrwl!l> 20 fO< 20drt:uu 10 be ~cd) mxl Jot number. Uulizc prink'd l;tbc.ls ::IJld cb«.k highly roxie-. iniunL 3. One galll)n p\IJJ or similM contain to hold the fi.rul .sample hottlc: durlnr;:: tamplln&. 4. Ono S-gallon p311 for collecting al the mmpl~ in (or Ill b . 
.S. A l::arxe markinS pen or libel with dtum numbcn co l&bc-1 d:tums as !hey a:c: $<3.-nptrd.. 6. SID>l! pwnc tid>t he:ld drum (20 r 30 g:tllon) 14 pu1 ~L<d pipctt<s. Dn1m <!-Auld be prop<rly lAbeled.., "'Vatd Sa mph: Dev-ico ror DJ, hl roplltoo l ... Continue to u!.e. this s..vnc drum for tho pJpc1tes nndfor boHics unti.l full tb-:n it will be w 1 otT" for Waste Dbpo!o3.1. 
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MA.NUj=ACTIJRING WORK TASK 

the clrum lo ccmpleloly 
Box for ovorheoting. 

OCP DRUM J AMJ>UNO 
PJtOCfCUif 
f 7·001.MWT 
1700 

"'" 

wear 
clothing. etc. Get apodal sampling lrom the lab lor &ampif111. These to be only onco per clrum (l.o. ono plpollo lor drum). Nao. get now G.Smplo bottles rrom tl'lo an·d n gGillon or oimdo.r c:ont:thor to put sampto ln when 5amp!ing to trop 
ony smal Gp~ls from, ~lh~a;J,~~;·~ whllo trantlfcrrlng to botUo. Hovo n oeeond e (1~altoo or 6-ga.tk>n poll) to l.nln!lport s.ampfo bottles after e,empllng. 

not 
ho1tcd longer than 18 hours 
before eampllng olnco tho 
mfttcrlat tonda to d~rkon on 
extondo<l hoating. 

euch ae or Chem 
Tooh 2, glovoe, full 
faco r03pfrator wflh org:mtc 
voaporc;~rtrfdpo •nd rubber 
boot.e. 

CONTROU£0 DOCUMENT NO.: 1T.()01.MWT 
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WINLJf:.A,CT'UI'ill\ G WORK TASK 
ocr OJlUM SAMP'UNC 
P.t:OCEOUIU. 
17..00t.MWT 

Uoing oamplo plpoUo, put "'"'"'"' bulb over top of plpotto Wid tarelully Insert Into b<Jng openlng. Wllon pipette 

IS.SUENO. 

PAGE NO. 
R f 
RfV. NO. 

01 

.sou 
II 

0 1 

b about all tho way down d1um. hold altkia position Oo not c/oan off bottle of •ny for 1 minuto to ullow to worm to tcmpomluro of lfquld or solid DCP. Just fiquld thon nllow molten to drew up into plpvtte bulb pl•co u.. ••mpto bottle •• Is (abOut 1 mlnutD). remove rubber bulb from In doslgneted cont11fner for p!pctto, plooo flnoor on of pipult~ end, \v;lhdraw lab. camully from drum Bnd lot Into sample jar. Dlsposo or pipel\e in • bght head drum lhrough the large bung opening. Aampln bonlo whh cap wh.Uo 1>1iU in tho 

samph! bottle. 

& CORRECTIVE 
ACTIONS 
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MANU ACTURING WORK TASK 
NAI.-\E OCP DI UM SAMIUHO tS.SUE NO. 01 '"oe:r:ouu: 
CODCN b. 17·001.MWf ~ ~GE NO. 601 6 OEM. N ( . 1700 AT II lOC. N< . H/ A Rtv.NO. 01 

7 When all tho drums tulvo be n somple<l. tmnsfor the fillo<l NOTE: Any epllle ehould be orld cloaod samplo jars to lh 5.gollon pail to c;arry to tho aboorbed with "Oil · lnb. Absorbent" and tnlnofernd 
to • Wuto Drum for 
dlopoul. 

WTTHOUT f:X~EPTIQt!.. lilly 
oxposuro or skln conhlct 
with Dlchlorophenol mut~t bo 
rvported to lh~ suporvlsorl 
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